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ADVISORY ACTION 



□ THE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE: 
a ) [] b extended to run 



. or continues to run. 



. from (he date of the final rejection 



b> Q expires three months from the date of the final rejection or a* of the maffing date of this Advisory Action, whehever is later. In no 
event however, win the statutory period (or the response expire later than six months from the date of the final rejection. 

Any extension of time must be obtained by filing a petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a), the proposed response and tie appropriate fee. 
The date on which the response, the petition . and the fee have been fSed is the date of the response and also the date for the 
purposes of determining the period of extension and the correspondmg amount of (he fee. Any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 .1 7 will be calculated f rem the date of the origjnalry set shortened stetetory peri^ 

[JJ Appellants Brief is due in accordance with 37 CFR 1.192(a). 

*Rj AppGcanfs response to the fmai rejection, filed j 
™ to place the application in condition (or afiowanco: 



s been considered with the following effect, but it i* ma deemed 



| The proposed amendments to the daJm and tor specification will not be entered and the final rejection stands because: 
&□ There is no convincing showing under 37 CFR 1.116(b) why the proposed amendment is necessary end was not earlier 



b .^jTrtey raise new issues that would require further consideration anoVor search. (See Note), 
c They raise the issue of new matter. (See Note). 

d. □ They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materiafly reducing or simplifying the issues for 



e. D They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

f^M^f^rm *\M<->7« Utt^ r ^irtig 7/ , ALSO ifVAU y*n l<n*7* u*7T*^t»frz 
iflgnu nyipgr Ttt^ \A^hy^ A^tr; cttim^fti tjfovz KtirA^ij&m 

pxCfeftSfJft ^^lAMiniCt^&fV: " ' ' 

Z □ Newly proposed or amended daims would be allowed if submitted in a separately filed amendment cancelling 

the non-allowable daims. 

3. IS Upon the filing an appeal, the proposed amendment □ wis be entered O wlfnot bejentefed and the status of the daims w*r> iS 
^ «* as follows: ^ 



«e as follows: 
Claims allowed: 



Claims rejected: tf-ffi~aj£-'*> 1 ^ '^ fr ^ n 

9 the following rejection(s): fflflflj) fiFOtnilki 4VF»ftfUtf=M*UV 

tec— 1 —' * ' — ~ 

nsidera 



4. The affidavit, exhibit or request tor reconsideration has been considered but does not overcome the rejection 



5. □ The affidavit or exhibit will not be considered because appficant has not shown good and sufBcent reasons why r 

presented. 

Q The proposed drawing correction Q has Q has not been approved by the examiner. 
□ Other 
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6* Claims 25, 31, 34 and 38-45 are objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims, 

7. Applicants' arguments filed July 28, 2003 have been 
fully considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive. 
Moumen doesn't teach that his nanosized cobalt/iron mixed metal 
oxides are stable against undesired agglomeration "only if large 
amounts of an organic solvent are used". In this connection, see 
V, Synthesis and Characterization of CoFe 2 0 4 Nanosized Particles, 
wherein the originally obtained precipitate redispersed 
(apparently completely) in a pure, bulk aqueous phase. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Examiner 
Lovering whose telephone number is (703) 308-0443. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. from 7:30 A.M. to 4:00 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Robert Dawson, can be 
reached on (703) 308-2340. The fax phone number for this Group 
is (703) 872-9310. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the 
status of this application or proceeding should be directed to 
the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0661. 



R . Lovering : cdc 
August 1, 2003 
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